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1 White House correction.

we will ensure at least that no American ever
has to make that choice again.

Thank you very much.

NOTE: The President spoke at 2:55 p.m. in the
East Room at the White House. In his remarks,
he referred to Mary Jo Ellis Kahn, breast cancer
survivor and member, National Action Plan on
Breast Cancer; and Francis S. Collins, director,
National Center for Human Genome Research.

Remarks Prior to a Meeting With
Congressional Leaders and an
Exchange With Reporters
July 15, 1997

The President. First of all, I want to wel-
come the congressional leadership here. I am
glad to be back home. Last week was a truly
historic week not only for NATO and Europe
but for the United States. And the meeting
we had in Madrid, I’m convinced, 50 years
from now will be looked back on as a very
wise decision to admit new members and
take on new missions and establish new part-
nerships for NATO.

I want to say a special word of thanks to
all who were responsible for the bipartisan
delegation from both the Senate and House
that went to the NATO meeting. And in par-
ticular, I’d like to thank Senator Roth, who
is here, who was the chair of the delegation
and who actually spoke to the North Atlantic
Council and did a terrific job. So it was a
very, very good thing.

Now that we’re back here, I think that
clearly the first order of business is to go on
with the work of balancing the budget in a
way that is consistent with the agreement we
made and consistent with our strategy, since
1993,1 of cutting what can be cut, investing
in our people, and trying to grow this econ-
omy.

There are some I have heard since I’ve
been gone who have argued that since the
deficit has dropped dramatically, it will some-
how disappear just if we leave the ’93 plan
in place and don’t do anything else. I have
to say that I emphatically disagree with that.
It is true that the deficit has dropped more
than we predicted it would in ’93, and we’re

proud of that. But I think it is plainly wrong
that, number one—Frank Raines told me
just this morning that if we did nothing, it
wouldn’t—the budget would not balance.

Number two, let me be quite specific
about the kind of agreement that we have
reached here. This agreement has $900 bil-
lion in spending reduction over 10 years. It
has entitlement reforms that have to be
made, and even after that, there will be more
to be done to try to save Medicare and the
other entitlements over the long run. It pays
for the biggest increase in education and chil-
dren’s health in over 30 years, which would
not occur, I’m convinced, in the ordinary ap-
propriations process. It pays for tax cuts, and
we still have some disagreement about that,
but I think we’ll reach agreement on tax cuts
that fund the education portion of the budget
agreement. And I believe it should also give
the children’s tax credit to hard-pressed
working families.

I think that we should be careful not to
let the deficit explode. I think that we
should—I hope that I can persuade the Con-
gress to embrace the specific provisions relat-
ing to redevelopment of our urban areas and
our poorest rural areas, because I think we
have to change from the social service model
for the poor inner cities to an economic de-
velopment, growth, and private business
model. So I hope we can do that. But the
idea that we don’t have to do anything, I
think, is dead wrong.

The last thing I’d like to say is confidence
in this economy keeps it growing and keeps
people investing in it, and if we pass another
budget agreement and it has credibility, we’ll
have more confidence, more investment, and
we’ll keep it going.

So I’m looking forward to this opportunity
to work with the Members of Congress. And
perhaps they would like to say a word or two,
and then we’ll answer a question or two.

Mr. Speaker, would you like to go first?

[At this point, House Speaker Newt Gingrich
made brief remarks.]

The President. Senator?

[Senate majority leader Trent Lott made brief
remarks.]

Q. Mr. President, why do you think—
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The President. Just a minute.
Mr. Daschle?

[Senate minority leader Thomas Daschle
made brief remarks.]

The President. Mr. Gephardt?

[House minority leader Richard Gephardt
made brief remarks.]

Budget Agreement
Q. Mr. President, what do you think of

the Republicans saying that your tax cuts fall
short of the budget agreement, $20 billion
or so?

The President. Well, as I understand, it
has something to do with the calculation of
whether someone who’s getting the earned-
income tax credit, if they got the child credit,
would be getting a spending or a tax cut. But
we’ll work through all that.

I don’t want to get into a big negotiation
here; I can just say this. I think we ought
to give a tax cut to the people making
$22,000, $24,000, $25,000 a year who have
children. They’re still paying taxes quite—
all these people—a majority of American tax-
payers pay more in payroll taxes than they
do in income taxes anyway these day. And
I think we’ve just got to work together in
good faith and try to find a way to work
through it. I think we will.

Q. Mr. President, do you hope to leave
the room today having convinced the Speak-
er and Leader Gephardt to embrace the
Medicare changes that are in the Senate pro-
posal, the age increase and the means test-
ing?

The President. Well, as you know, on
principle I support means testing. The House
has spoken overwhelmingly on the age in-
crease. The problem I have with the age in-
crease is that one of the biggest difficulties
we have today with Americans without health
insurance are people who retire early at 55
and lose their employer-based health insur-
ance and then, because they’ve had—they’ve
been somewhat ill or had problems, can’t get
other health insurance until they qualify for
Medicare. So if we’re going to raise the age
limit, we need to have some idea of how
those people would be insured. And I don’t
know that we do now. That’s been my prob-
lem with that.

But I would hope we can agree to some
sort of a premium that’s enforceable and
that’s fair and that doesn’t drive people out
of the Medicare system.

Q. Mr. President, will you explicitly tell
the leadership here what might make you
veto a tax cut bill, and do you want to tell
us? [Laughter]

The President. Probably not. [Laughter]
Look, I think—wait a minute—let me just
say, we have lots of negotiating sessions. I
have been very ably represented. I don’t
think I’ve ever had any better representation
in any negotiations than our team has pro-
vided this time. And we’re going to work
through this.

But it does not serve the American people
well if we explicitly and publicly turn this into
the gunfight at the O.K. Corral. Now what
we’re trying to do is to find a way to work
through our differences so we get a bill that
they can all vote for and I can sign and we
can celebrate for the country. And that’s what
we’re trying to do. We all have our bottom
lines. They have their bottom lines; I have
mine. And we’re going to see if we can’t rec-
oncile them all and go forward. We’re doing
the best we can.

Bosnia
Q. Mr. President, are you worried about

a possible Bosnian Serb backlash to the ar-
rests of accused war criminals there, sir?

The President. Well, I’m concerned
about it, of course, I am. But the representa-
tives of the Serbs signed the Dayton agree-
ment as well. They signed the Dayton agree-
ment, and the Dayton agreement says that
if someone is charged with a war crime, they
should be turned over and subject to trial.
Now, they plainly—it also says that if the
SFOR troops come in regular contact with
those people that they can be arrested.

Now, they have clearly not complied with
that provision of the Dayton agreement in
terms they’ve made no effort to help us get
any of these people. And so—but they have
no call to take any retaliatory action, and it
would be a grave mistake to do so.

NOTE: The President spoke at 10:20 a.m. in the
Cabinet Room at the White House.
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Remarks Announcing Steps To Make
the Internet Family-Friendly
July 16, 1997

Thank you very much, Lois Jean, and
thank you, Steve Case. Thank you, Mr. Vice
President, for all the work you’ve done on
this issue. And to Secretary Daley, Commis-
sioner Varney, Deputy Attorney General
Waxman, and the Members of Congress who
had to go for a vote, I thank all of you for
your interest. And thank you, all of you, who
come here from the various companies, who
were part of the Vice President’s meeting this
morning, and from other interested groups.

I think it’s fair to say that history will evalu-
ate the Internet as having sparked a revolu-
tion in information perhaps every bit as pro-
found as the printing press. For today, at the
click of a mouse, children can tap into the
resources of the Library of Congress, to a
great museum, communicate with class-
rooms around the world. I am particularly
proud to point out that the Internet allows
us now to join beyond the Earth. Just since
July 4, NASA’s Mars Pathfinder Web site has
received more than 27 million visits. And we
are very proud of that and proud of NASA.

But we all know and we’ve heard the hor-
ror stories about the inappropriate material
for children that can be found on the
Internet. We know children can be victim-
ized over the Internet. After the Supreme
Court struck down the portion of the Com-
munications Decency Act last month affect-
ing this as an abridgement of free speech,
we brought together industry leaders and
groups representing teachers, parents, librar-
ians to discuss where to go next.

This morning there was a discussion that
I believe can fairly be said to have reached
a consensus about how to pave the way to
a family-friendly Internet without paving
over the constitutional guarantees of free
speech and free expression. The plan has
three components: new technologies, en-
forcement of existing laws, more active par-
ticipation of parents.

As you have heard already, with regard to
technology, the computer industry is devel-
oping a whole toolbox full of technologies
that can do for the Internet what the V-chip
will do for television. Some of the tools are

already widely in use, as Steve said. They give
parents the power to unlock and to lock the
digital doors to objectionable content. Now
we have to make these tools more readily
available to all parents and all teachers in
America. And as new tools come online, we
have to distribute them quickly, and we have
to make sure that parents are trained to use
them.

In an extremely adroit use of language in
our meeting earlier, one of the leaders said,
‘‘Well, Mr. President, you’ve talked about
how technologically inept you are; perhaps
you would be our guinea pig as each new
thing comes along, and then we could cer-
tainly certify that, if you can figure out how
to use it, anybody can.’’ [Laughter] And so
I sort of volunteered. Having been damned
with faint praise, I enjoyed that. [Laughter]
But I think it is important—it is important
to know not only that things exist but that
they are being used and that they can be
used. So we had a little laugh about what
is a very serious element of this whole en-
deavor.

Today several industry leaders are taking
major steps in this direction. I’m pleased to
announce first that Netscape Communica-
tions has committed to add family-friendly
controls to the next release of its popular
Internet browser. Parents who use the
Netscape browser to explore the Internet will
be able to tell the browser precisely what
types of materials they do not wish their chil-
dren to see. Microsoft, which also offers a
popular Internet browser, has already incor-
porated this technology. Therefore, with
Netscape’s pledge today, we now have assur-
ance that 90 percent of all software used to
explore the Internet will have family-friendly
controls built right in. It’s also important to
note that all of the major companies that
offer Internet service now provide some form
of family-friendly controls. And I commend
all of them for that.

For these controls to work to their full po-
tential, we also need to encourage every
Internet site, whether or not it has material
harmful for young people, to label its own
content, as the Vice President described just
a few moments ago. To help to speed the
labeling process along, several Internet
search engines—the Yellow Pages of
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